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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election of Group I, claims 1-9 and 1 1-17 in the reply filed on 
7/15/2009 is acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point 
out the supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as 
an election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

2. Claim 10 is withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b) as 
being drawn to a nonelected process, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. 
Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 7/15/2009. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yano (EP 1 136 973) in view of Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228). 
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Regarding claim 1 , Yano (EP 1 1 36 973) discloses a display window protection 
panel comprising a transparent protective plate (Fig. 4a #2 "cover glass substrate"; 
paragraphs [0070]-[0073]), a decorating film including a hard coating film disposed 
above (Fig. 4a #3 "hard coating film"; paragraphs [0070]-[0073]) and a transparent 
sticking layer on the surface of the transparent protective plate (Fig. 4a #6 "primer 
layer"; paragraphs [0070]-[0073]). 

Yano (EP 1 136 973) does not appear to explicitly disclose the decorating film 
including a window forming layer having a decorated portion and transparent window 
portion. 

However, Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) discloses the decorating film including 
a window forming layer having a decorated portion (Fig. 1 #1 "protective film"; col. 2, 
lines 37-62) and transparent window portion (Fig. 1 #5 "display window"; col. 2, lines 37- 
62). 

Regarding claim 2, Yano (EP 1 136 973) discloses the decorating film including a 
window forming layer having a decorated portion in the peripheral area of the decorating 
film and transparent window portion in the central portion of the decorated film. 

Yano (EP 1 136 973) does not appear to explicitly disclose the decorating film 
including a window forming layer having a decorated portion in the peripheral area of 
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the decorating film and transparent window portion in the central portion of the 
decorating film. 

However, Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) discloses the decorating film including 
a window forming layer having a decorated portion in the peripheral area of the 
decorating film (Fig. 1 #1 "protective film"; col. 2, lines 37-62) and transparent window 
portion in the central portion of the decorating film (Fig. 1 #5 "display window"; col. 2, 
lines 37-62). 

Regarding claim 3, Yano (EP 1 136 973) discloses a decorating film provided 
with a first low reflectance processed layer (Fig. 4a #4 "anti-reflection coating"; 
paragraphs [0065], [0066] and [0072]). 

Regarding claim 4, Yano (EP 1 136 973) discloses the first low reflectance 
processed layer provided on the entire other surface of the hard coating film (Fig. 4a #4 
"anti-reflection coating"; paragraphs [0065], [0066] and [0072]). 

Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) are analogous art 
because they are from the same field of display coverings. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teachings of Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 
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6,630,228) before him or her, to modify the display covering of Yano (EP 1 136 973) to 
include the window forming layer of Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) in that having a 
window forming layer of a decorated portion and a transparent window portion provides 
high optical clearness and high resistance against scratches and impacts (col. 2, lines 
37-62). 

5. Claims 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) in view of Keiichi (JP 
2002-072214). 

Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) is relied upon as 
described above. 

Regarding claim 5, Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) do 
not appear to explicitly disclose the transparent protective plate being optical isotropic 
and being provided with a polarizing plate. 

However, Keiichi (JP 2002-072214) discloses the transparent protective plate 
being optical isotropic (Drawing 3 #3 "transparent protective plate"; paragraphs [0009] 
and [0010]) and being provided with a polarizing plate (Drawing 3 #2 "polarizing plate"; 
paragraphs [0009] and [0010]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/589,668 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1794 

Regarding claim 6, Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) do 
not appear to explicitly disclose the polarizing plate on a surface of the transparent 
protective plate not opposing the display device. 

However, Keiichi (JP 2002-072214) discloses the polarizing plate on a surface of 
the transparent protective plate not opposing the display device (Drawing 3 #2 
"polarizing plate"; paragraphs [0009] and [0010]). 

Regarding claim 7, Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) do 
not appear to explicitly disclose the second low reflectance processed layer on a 
surface of the transparent protective plate opposing the display device. 

However, Keiichi (JP 2002-072214) discloses the second low reflectance 
processed layer on a surface of the transparent protective plate opposing the display 
device (Drawing 3 #1 "A/4 board"; paragraphs [0009] and [0010]). 

Regarding claim 8, Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) do 
not appear to explicitly disclose the second low reflectance processed layer being a A/4 
plate. 
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However, Keiichi (JP 2002-072214) discloses the second low reflectance 
processed layer being a A/4 plate (Drawing 3 #1 "A/4 board"; paragraphs [0009] and 
[0010]). 

Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228), Keiichi (JP 2002- 
072214) are analogous art because they are from the same field of display coverings. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teachings of Yano (EP 1 136 973), Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) 
and Keiichi (JP 2002-072214) before him or her, to modify the display covering of Yano 
(EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) to include the polarizing plate and 
A/4 plate of Keiichi (JP 2002-072214) in that having a polarizing plate and A/4 plate 
provides circular light board functions with high luminosity (paragraph [0002]). 

6. Claims 9 and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) in view 
of Tanube (US 7,014,916). 

Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) is relied upon as 
described above. 
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Regarding claims 9 and 11-13, Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 
6,630,228) do not appear to explicitly disclose the transparent protective plate being a 
touch panel of a movable electrode film and a fixed electrode plate on the peripheral 
portion of the movable electrode film forming an air layer. 

However, Tanube (US 7,014,916) discloses the transparent protective plate 
being a touch panel of a movable electrode film (Fig. 1 #25 "upper electrical conductive 
layer") and a fixed electrode plate (Fig. 1 #30 "lower electrical conductive layer") on the 
peripheral portion of the movable electrode film forming an air layer (col. 3, lines 51-58). 

Yano (EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228), Tanube (US 
7,01 4,91 6) are analogous art because they are from the same field of display coverings. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teachings of Yano (EP 1 136 973), Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) 
and Tanube (US 7,014,916) before him or her, to modify the display covering of Yano 
(EP 1 136 973) and Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) to include the touch panel of 
Tanube (US 7,014,916) in that having the transparent protective plate as a touch panel 
provides a device which is hardly damaged upon a strong force (col. 2, lines 7-11). 
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7. Claims 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yano (EP 1 136 973), Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) and Keiichi (JP 2002- 
072214) in view of Tanube (US 7,014,916). 

Yano (EP 1 136 973), Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) and Keiichi (JP 2002- 
072214) is relied upon as described above. 

Regarding claims 14-17, Yano (EP 1 136 973), Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) 
and Keiichi (JP 2002-072214) do not appear to explicitly disclose the transparent 
protective plate being a touch panel of a movable electrode film and a fixed electrode 
plate on the peripheral portion of the movable electrode film forming an air layer. 

However, Tanube (US 7,014,916) discloses the transparent protective plate 
being a touch panel of a movable electrode film and a fixed electrode plate on the 
peripheral portion of the movable electrode film forming an air layer (col. 3, lines 51-58). 

Yano (EP 1 136 973), Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228), Keiichi (JP 2002-072214) 
and Tanube (US 7,014,916) are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
display coverings. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teachings of Yano (EP 1 136 973), Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228), 
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Keiichi (JP 2002-072214) and Tanube (US 7,014,916) before him or her, to modify the 
display covering of Yano (EP 1 136 973), Jarnebrick et al (US 6,630,228) and Keiichi 
(JP 2002-072214) to include the touch panel of Tanube (US 7,014,916) in that having 
the transparent protective plate as a touch panel provides a device which is hardly 
damaged upon a strong force (col. 2, lines 7-1 1 ). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SATHAVARAM I. REDDY whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 270-7061 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark Ruthkosky can be reached on (571 ) 272-1 291 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) 
or 571-272-1000. 



/Mark Ruthkosky/ SATHAVARAM I REDDY 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1794 Examiner 

Art Unit 1794 



